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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on 26 February 
2007. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's request for reconsideration of the finality of the rejection of the last 
Office action is persuasive and, therefore, the finality of that action is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections -35USC§ 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -* 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Slocum et al. (U.S. Patent 6,280, 1 26). 

5. Regarding claim 1 , Slocum et al. discloses an apparatus comprising: a first 
element 20 adapted to be coupled with a second element 50, the first element 
comprising a structured surface 29 and the second element comprising a second 
surface 52, wherein the second surface comprises a receiving surface 52 and wherein 
the structured surface comprises a plurality of depressions 21/26/27. While the 
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disclosure does not distinctly state that the depressions are formed by machining, this is 
being considered as a product-by process limitation. See MPEP 2113 [R-1]. 

6. Regarding claim 3, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the receiving surface is 
substantially uniform (see figure 3). 

7. Regarding claim 4, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the structured surface is 
adapted to be coupled with the receiving surface. 

8. Regarding claim 10, Slocum et al. discloses wherein a viscous fluid is disposed 
on the structured surface (see column 4, lines 28-36). 

9. Claims 1, 7, and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Najima et al. (U.S. Patent 5,143,493). 

10. Regarding claim 1, Najima et al. discloses an apparatus comprising: a first 
element 1 adapted to be coupled with a second element 2, the first element comprising 
a structured surface 4 and the second element comprising a second surface 2, wherein 
the second surface 2 comprises a receiving surface 2 (surface 2 receives surface 4, see 
figure 2) and wherein the structured surface comprises a plurality of depressions 15. 
While the disclosure does not distinctly state that the depressions are formed by 
machining, this is being considered as a product-by process limitation. See MPEP 2113 
[R-1]. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 7, Najima et al. discloses wherein the depressions 1 5 are 
substantially hemispherical. 
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12. Regarding claim 9, Najima et al. discloses wherein the structured surface 4 
further comprises a projection 24. 

13. Claims 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Karlsson et al. (WO 01/98008 A1). 

14. Regarding claim 1, Karlsson et al. discloses an apparatus (see figure 11) 
comprising: a first element 1 1 adapted to be coupled with a second element 23b, the 
first element comprising a structured surface 14/15 and the second element comprising 
a second surface 23b, wherein the second surface comprises a receiving surface 23b 
and wherein the structured surface comprises a plurality of depressions 14/15. While 
the disclosure does not distinctly state that the depressions are formed by machining, 
this is being considered as a product-by process limitation. See MPEP 2113 [R-1]. 

15. Regarding claim 25, Karlsson et al. discloses wherein the depressions 14/15 are 
arranged in a non-uniform pattern (see figure 11). 

16. Claims 11, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Slocum et al. (U.S. Patent 6,280,126). 

17. Regarding claim 11, Slocum et al. discloses an apparatus comprising: a first 
element 20 adapted to be coupled with a second element 40, the first element 
comprising a first surface 29; and means for damping 21/26/27, the damping means 
disposed on the first surface of the first element wherein the second element comprises 
a receiving surface 52 and wherein the damping means comprises a plurality of 
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depressions 21/26/27 disposed in the first surface. While the disclosure does not 
distinctly state that the depressions are formed by machining, this is being considered 
as a product-by process limitation. See MPEP 2113 [R-1). 

18. Regarding claim 13, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the first surface is adapted 
to be coupled with the receiving surface. 

19. Regarding claim 14, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the first surface is disposed 
adjacent to the receiving surface (see figures 2-5). 

20. Claims 11 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Najima et al. (U.S. Patent 5,143,493). 

21 . Regarding claim 1 1 , Najima et al. discloses an apparatus comprising: a first 
element 1 adapted to be coupled with a second element 2, the first element comprising 
a first surface 4; and means for damping 15, the damping means disposed on the first 
surface of the first element wherein the second element comprises a receiving surface 2 
and wherein the damping means comprises a plurality of depressions 15 disposed in 
the first surface. While the disclosure does not distinctly state that the depressions are 
formed by machining, this is being considered as a product-by process limitation. See 
MPEP 2113 [R-1]. 

22. Regarding claim 16, Najima et al. discloses wherein the depressions 15 are 
substantially hemispherical. 
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23. Claims 17, 19, 20, 21 , and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Slocum et al. (U.S. Patent 6,280,126). 

24! Regarding claim 17, Slocum et al. discloses a method of damping vibrations in a 
first element 20 and a second element 50, wherein said method comprises: adapting a 
first element to be coupled with a second element, the first element comprising a 
structured surface 29 and the second element comprising a second surface 52, the 
second surface comprising a receiving surface 52 and the structured surface comprising 
a plurality of depressions 21/26/27. While the disclosure does not distinctly state that 
the depressions are formed by machining, this is being considered as a product-by 
process limitation. See MPEP 2113 [R-1]. 

25. Regarding claim 19, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the first surface is disposed 
adjacent to the receiving surface (see figure 2-5). 

26. Regarding claim 20, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the first surface is adapted 
to be coupled with the receiving surface. 

27. Regarding claim 21 , Slocum et al. discloses disposing a viscous liquid on the 
structured surface (see column 4, lines 28-36). 

28. Regarding claim 23, Slocum et al. discloses wherein the structured surface is 
engaged with the receiving surface. 

29. Claims 17, 18, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Najima et al. (U.S. Patent 5,143,493). 
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30. Regarding claim 17, Najima et al. discloses a method of damping vibrations in a 
first element 1 and a second element 2, wherein said method comprises: adapting a first 
element 1 to be coupled with a second element 2, the first element comprising a 
structured surface 4 and the second element comprising a second surface 2, the 
second surface comprising a receiving surface 2 and the structured surface comprising 
a plurality of depressions 15. While the disclosure does not distinctly state that the 
depressions are formed by machining, this is being considered as a product-by process 
limitation. See MPEP 2113 [R-1]. 

31. Regarding claim 18, Najima et al. discloses wherein the depressions 15 are 
substantially hemispherical. 

32. Regarding claim 22, Najima et al. discloses wherein the structured surface 4 
further comprises a projection 24. 

33. Claims 17 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Karlsson et al. (WO 01/98008 A1). 

34. Regarding claim 1, Karlsson et al. discloses a method of damping vibrations in a 
first element 1 1 and a second element 23b, wherein said method comprises: adapting a 
first element 1 1 to be coupled with a second element 23b, the first element comprising a 
structured surface 14/15 and the second element comprising a second surface 23b, the 
second surface comprising a receiving surface 23b and the structured surface 
comprising a plurality of depressions 14/15. While the disclosure does not distinctly 
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state that the depressions are formed by machining, this is being considered as a 
product-by process limitation. See MPEP 21 13 [R-1]. 

35. Regarding claim 24, Karlsson et al. discloses wherein the depressions 14/15 are 
arranged in a non-uniform pattern. 

36. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Slocum et al. 
(U.S. Patent 6,280,126). 

37. Regarding claim 26, Slocum et al. discloses a damping apparatus 20/50 
comprising: a first element 20 adapted to be coupled with a second element 50, the first 
element comprising a structured surface 29 and the second element comprising a 
second surface 52, wherein the second surface comprises a receiving surface 52 and 
wherein the structured surface comprises a plurality of depressions 21/26/27. While the 
disclosure does not distinctly state that the depressions are formed by machining, this is 
being considered as a product-by process limitation. See MPEP 21 13 [R-1]. 

Response to Arguments 

38. Applicant's arguments, see pages 7-13, filed 26 February 2007, with respect to 
the rejection(s) of the claim(s) under 35 U.S.C. 102 and 103 have been fully considered 
and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon 
further consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Slocum et al., 
Najima et al., and Karlsson et al. 

39. For the reasons as set forth above, the rejections are maintained. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric A. Gates whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5498. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 7:45-6:15. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571-272-4475. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





EAG 

7 March 2007 



